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December 29,  L997

Commanding Officer
Engj-neer ing Fie ld Act iv j_ty ,  West
Naval  Faci l i t j_es Engj_neer ing
At tn:  Richard powel l ,  Code 6221
900 Commodore Dri-ve
San Bruno,  CA 94066

Dear Mr.  Powel l_ :

on beharf  of  the san Francisco RedeveJ-opment  Agency (SFRA),  we areproviding comment on the Hunters Point 
-stripy"ri 

parcel E Draft Fina1
RemediaL rnvest igat ion Report .  These 

"om*Li t "  
inc lude staf f  input  f romSFRA'  as wel l -  as f rom the Department  of  publ ic  works and the pubr ic

U t i ] i t i - es  Commiss ion .

l - .  The San Francisco Redevelopment  p l_an (7/91)  desj_gnates locat ions : -nParce]-  E for  fu ture wet l -and construct ion.  Has the Navy character ized
the nature and extent  of  contaminat ion in  parcel  E to eva]uate the
level -  of  remedia l -  act i -on necessary to susta in a v iabl_e wet land?

2'  wet lands have been ut i l lzed as a remedia l  tool -  for  groundwater  and
soi l  creanup.  Does th is  Rr prov ide the r -eve]  of  i -n format ion
necessary for  the Navy to eva]uate wet lands as a v iable remediat ion
tool  to  be considered dur ing the Feasj -b i l j - tv  s tudv?

3'  There may be many areas in  Parcel  E where act iv i t ies associated wi th
development  and inf rast ructure lmprovements and repai rs  wi l l
encounter  contaminated mater ia ls  that  were not  ident j - f ied through theRr  p rocess .  wha t  a re  t he  Navy ' s  p rans  fo r  hand l i _ng  ( s to rage ,
t ransport ,  and d isposal )  contaminated mater i_aIs which are ident i f ied
dur ing in f rast ructure J-mprovements and redevelopment  act iv i t ies?

Hazardous and contami-nated mater ia. l -s  which are d iscovered dur ing
repair  and improvement  act iv i t ies wi l - l -  p lace an undue f iscal  burden
on future devel0pment  pro jects,  and present  future envi ronmental
l i a b i l i t y  i s s u e s .
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The RI  ident i f ies Parcel  E IR-1/21 as having been used as an
industr ia l  landf i l l - .  The HPS boundary in  th ls  area appears to cuL an
inconclus ive,  i f  not  an arb i t rary l ine across the nor thwest  corner  of
t he  l and f i l l  j - n  Pa rce l  E .  Has  the  Na \Y  pe r fo rmed  i nves t i ga t i ve
sampl ing to determine to what  extent  the IR- I /21 '  landf i l1  extends
beyond the current  HPS boundary? Does the Nawy plan on per forming
addi t ional  character izat ion beyond the current  HPS boundary adjacent
t o  I R - 1 / 2 1 ?

P a g e  4 - 1 0 5 9 , Storm Drain SysUem

What  i s  t he  s ta tus  o f  t he  3  s to rm d ra in  sys tem d i scha rge  po in t s  t o
1 - h a  l . r : r r  . i f  D ^ r . a ' l  E '  : r e  i h = r r  . r e  I  i  - . , ' p l ' . u  d i  s c h . l r  c i  n c r  A r a  1 -  h e - . rL - r r s  v u ]  .  q ! =  e r r s j  q v L t v s r j

permi t ted? Are  the  d ischarges  in  compl iance? How o f ten  are  the

o u t f a f f s  s a m p l - e d ?

a r a  l - h a r a  : n r r  k n o r n r n  d n z  w o l I c  i n  P n r c o l  t r  i f  q o  u l h a r o  a r F  l - h e v
^ !  s  L l r c !  e  u l r _ y  r ! r l v w r r  v !  J
' ' |  

n a : f  o d  r ^ r h ^ l -  1 _  \ / n o  n f  f  l  n r ^ r  d o  f  h o r z  r e r - e i  r r c  -  h o w  n r o  f  h o r r  r - o n s f  r l l c f  F d  -u f  I , s  v r  !  s u s f  v  e ,  v  e r l u j

and have the dry wel l  construct ion mater ia ls  been sampled?

P a g e  4 - L 2 6 4 ,  S e c t i o n  4 . t 7 . L . 2 RI F ie1d InvesUigat ions

The  R I  desc r i bes  D ra inage  A  as  i nc lud ing  25 ,000  fee t  o f  d ra inage
area,  predominant ly  in  Parcel  E.  How many l inear  feet  of  s torm sewer
j -s  in  Parcel  E? How many l inear  feet  of  the storm sewer was v ideo
t anod  n r i  o r  t o  anv  r cmo \ /A  l  ae t  i  on r  1 {o rn7  m^n \ /  I  i  nea r  f  ee t  O f  S to fmL q P s u  y !  r v r  e v  q r r J

sewer was v ideo taped af ter  the removal  act ion?

The RI  F ie ld Act iv i t ies Surnmary table on page 4-1064 indicates Lhat
j us t  t h ree  s to rm d ra in  sed imen t  samp les  we re  co l l ec ted  fo r  a l l  o f
Pa rce l  E  s to rm sewers  du r i ng  the  R I .  A re  t h ree  samp le  a  su f f i c l en t
n r r m h o r  f  r l  . r , a i n  a  r a n r A q o n f  A f  i r z e  r r n d o r q f  a n d i n o  o f  t h e  S t o r m  d r a i nL v  v q r r l  

q  ! e } / !

sediment? On page 4-1,075,  the Rf  s tates that  s torm dra in sedi -ment
removal-  was completed in  ear ly  1"997,  were any conf i rmat ion samples
col lected af ter  the c leaning? f f  so,  how many and what  were the
r e s u l t s  ?

7 .  Page  4 -1075 ,  Sec t i on  4 .17 .5 .1  Pouen t i a l  M ig ra t i on  Rouues

a )  Has  a l l  t he  s to rm d ra in  p ipe  i n  IR -50  been  c leaned?  How does  the
Nar,y p lan to c lean dra in p ipe that  is  below the groundwater  table?

b )  I n  t he  Navy ' s  j udgmen t ,  has  the  s to rm d ra in  sys tem in  IR -50  o f  Pa rce l
E  been  c leaned ,  i nc lud ing  ve r i f i ca t i on  samp l i ng ,  such  tha t  i n  t he
fu tu re  when  C i t y  c rews  pe r fo rm ma in tenance  and  repa i r s  on  the  sys tem,
the l ike l ihood of  encounter ing res idual  hazardous and contaminated
mate r i a l s  w i l l  be  e l - im ina ted?  I f  f ound ,  how w i l l  r es idua l  haza rdous
and contaminated mater ia ls  be handled?

5 .
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h \

72t2919'.1

rstevens
t \



9 .

City and County of San Francisco
Comments to Draft Final Parcel E RI
Hunters Point Shipyaro

Page 3 of4

g .  page  4 -1029 ,  Sec t i on  4 . : - 7 .7 .1  S i t e  Cha rac te r i s t i cs  and  Po ten t i a l -

Sources

a)  The RI  s tates that  Lhe sLorm dra in l ines leading toward IR-1" /21"  f rom

cr isp Avenue are Lo be c leaned and permanent ly  p lugged.  Has th ls

work been in i t ia ted,  and when is  th is  work expected to be completed?

b) I t  seems possib le that  i f  a  cracked storm sewer l ine is  surrounded by

contaminated soi l ,  then groundwater  or ig inat ing as ra in or  sur face

water ,  moving ver t ica l ly  through the contaminated Soi1,  could

t ransport  contaminants i -nto the storm sewer l ine and eventual ly

d ischarge into the bay.  Has the Navy evaluated whether  the cracks in

the storm sewer l ines a l low contami-nated groundwater  and sediment  to

f l ow  i nLo  the  sewer  l i ne?

Page  4 -1084 ,  Sec t i on  4 .18 .1 .2  R I  F ie ld  I nvesu iga t i ons

a \  T f  A n n o a r s  f h a l _  o n l r z  o n e  S a n i r ^ r \ /  S c w e r  S v s t e m  W a t e f  S a m p l e  w a s
q l  r L  q P } r s q ! r  u r r q L  v r r f J  v r l e  v s a r r u . 4 r l

col_ lected in  order  to evaluaLe whether  Lhe ent i re Parcel  E sanl tary

sewer was leaking to groundwater or whether groundwater was
in f i l t r a f i n . r  t he  san i t a r y  sewer .  Th i s  does  no t  appea r  t o  be  an

adequate sampl ing invest igat ion.  Please expla in how one sample can

be used to character ize the ent i re Parcel  E sani tary sewer f low?

b) Have the sani tary sewers been v ideo taped in the last  year?

c )  page  4 -1083 ,  Sec t i - on  P rev ious  Inves t i ga t i ons , -  Teg | rn i ca l_s tY9y ,  t he  R I

s t a t e s t r r a t a @ t h a t t h e f a c i 1 i t y w i d e [ i n c 1 u d i n g
parcel  El  sani - tary sewer system was in poor  condi t ion marked by

corroded p ip ing and manhole wal1s,  l -eaking and broken jo ints  and

p ip ing ,  and  imprope r l y  d i sconnec ted  f l ow  d i ve rs ion  s t ruc tu res -  on

b"g"  a- ro-sor;r ."" ,  
t rre f f i r rent physlcal  

99ndit io1-: !_ :1"
sewer system in Parcel  E is  good based on observat j -ons per formed

dur ing  the  s i t e  I nves t i ga t i on .  P lease  exp la in  t h i s  d i spa r i t y  be tween

the f j -ndings of  these two invest igat ions of  the Parcel  E sani tary

sewer?

10.  Storage Tanks

Are a l l  the parcel  E underground storage tanks (USTs) and above ground

storage tanks (ASTg) in  regulatory compl iance wi th Federal - ,  State,  and
I a a e l  r a r r r i l a f i o n ^ -  r f  f h a t  t h e  U S T S  a r e ,  b U t  t h e  R I  i S  U n C l e a r

- - y * * * - - - - - 5 i  l u  q P } J s a ! D  L

about  the compl iance status of  the ASTS. By December 1998 a1l -  USTs are

to meet  current  s tate and federal  regulat ions

11. croundwater

Has the Navy suf f ic ient ly  character ized groundwater  to enable

groundwater  remediat ion design p lanning? I f  groundwater  remediat ion

wi l l  not  be done because there is  no current  heal th r isk or  present

benef ic ia l  use of  groundwater ,  th is  may only be t rue for  the current

base  use  s i t ua t i on .
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City and County of San Francisco
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Thank you for  the opportuni ty
quest ions p lease contact  John
554-837 4 .

to  make comments.
C h e s t e r  a t  5 5 4 - 8 3 7 8
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T  f  r r n r  r  h a r r a  a n t t
t r  J  v u

or  S teve  Mu l l i nn i x ^ l
A L

sF Department  of  Publ ic  works
Bureau of Construction Managremerrt

Si te AssessmenL and Remediat ion

Michael  McClel -1and,  Nan/  EFA West
R v r o n  R h e t r .  S F R A
Martha Wal ters,  SFRA
E1a1ne Warren,  OCA
John Chester ,  BCM/SAR
John Mundy, PUC/BERM
Luann Tet i r ick,  Na\ry EFA West ,  Code

Les I i e  Ka :Lz ,  CCSF Superv i so r
B i l l  Lee ,  cAo
Mark  P r imeau ,  D i rec to r ,  DPW
H a r l a n  K e I l y ,  c i t y  E n g r . , D P W
Carole Ruwart ,  PUC/HHWP
Ed Och l ,  DPH/OSH
6 2 2 L 0

Steve Mul l inn i -x
Div is ion Manage
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